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-—r Est cients in high school were failing content classes

P
—

‘-"‘ﬁecause they were not fluent in English
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- = ELL students were being placed in bilingual classrooms
improperly
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AWMSOMEISChOOIS the only supplementa ELD Was
r)rJ\/J_Jl-‘G by paraprofessionals

,aclr f ‘dld not know which of their students were
Sified as En?llsh Language Learners or their English

e

|encyleve

% f “In several observed classrooms, ELL students were
-placed in the hallway or elsewhere and were being
taught by paraprofessionals

= On average, only 12% of ELL students became proficient
each year
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30-60 minutes
D was the norm in Arizona
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IIE!S "regation off ELLL students is permissible
o1l w eni=. . . the benefits which would accrue
boNimited Engllsh proficient students by
i) dylng the language barriers which impede
—— tF jeir ability to realize their academic potential in
9,_.,, =ani English language educational institution may
- outweigh the adverse effects of such

~ segregation”
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rJr LRI EEEPTOTIC ra e
‘rmlne district compliance with the Equal
P‘r U cation Opportunity Act (1974 Amendments)

mpllance requires the satisfaction of three
_ _:.~cr|ter|a

- —
. — e

- - -

= ,' ~ = Program based on sound educational theory

— - Implement the program with the instructional
' practices, resources and personnel

- Must not persist in @ program that fails to produce
results
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ALIZOF; _'—- District Court
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| ':‘Iéw suit was filed in Nogales,
;,'*AZ alleging a violation of the

~
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~ Equal Education Opportunity Act

TT : ;5‘ —— (1974 Amendments)

® Final ruling is still pending
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Flores v, AZ (August zoow
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s LGENLITICE tion of Limited English Proficient
”r,JJa ts
Al e a 'S current assessment <> AZELLA <
——— 5 L Proﬁaency Standards

" ,,f: —ngnment of curriculum with ELL Proficiency
= - Standards
0 Compensatory Instruction
= ADE monitoring and compliance
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REPEdIed existingtEnglish language educat|on
Juurﬂ s'dd ENacted a NEW Iaw that requires
SCHO0 5 to teach English through Structured
Efle JJ Sk Immer5|on (SEI)

":- :
—~ -‘..

,-J : resolved that all children in Arizona public

"""'
- .os

9,_., ,-'schools shall be taught English as rapidly and
-effectlvely as possible”

= Allowed for language ability based grouping of
students
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___ ildrenrin’ Arizona publlc schools shall be
,,ur t Engllsh by being taught in English and
2 Wdren shall be placed in English language
= }' s FOOMS
== §! All instructional materials and instruction in

- English

= “Not normally intended to exceed one year”
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LL Jlask Force creates SEI Models: SEI
-z‘ lodels adopted September 13, 2007

~ (AR.S. §15-756.01)

= & SET Incremental Cost Budget Request

~  (ARS. §15-756.03, §15-756.04)

-

‘ - " Requires AZELLA annual assessment

— (A.R.S. §15-756, §15-756.05, §15-756.06)

-~ = (Created the Office of English Language
AchiSition §erViceS (OELAS) (AR.S. §15-756.07)
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REG rés compliance and monitoring of all
cts of the Federal and State laws including

J:"i
= —he SEI MOdeIS (A.R.S. §15-756.08)
= .-'f ~ & SET endorsement for AZ teachers wrs i

—

= = Requires accountability reporting by ADE
- and LEAS (A.R.S. §15-756.10)

= Compensatory Instruction funding xs. sissssu
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Elements taken fro dlaw;
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| Jr*r o s must teach English wes sisos
. JVJ‘ Tla|S and instruction in English

( \ 752) ;

= ,e: LL students may be grouped

== -j?' ' "together by proficiency in a

== - Structured English Immersion (SEI)
classroom s siss
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= (60allis for ELL students to become
TLJJ t English proficient in a period “not
‘normally intended to exceed one year”

= et ARS §15-756.01 C)

- )t';—- E—

,,*‘Cost efficient, research based models
~ that meet all State and Federal laws

(AR.S. §15-756.01 D)
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o Lstruction and materlals in English
. r\_ LA entry and exit
-~ Fol 1' (4) hours of ELD driven by ELP
= V_andards and the Discrete Skills Inventory
= = Jnstructional time allocations
= & |anguage ability based grouping
= (lass size
= Highly qualified and trained teachers
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NUumber of Dlsm ts and-@:ﬂ?efs" |
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=4 Mg "'L)d 0 ‘Dlstrlc S in the State: 238

JJ,Jm.)a of Schools within those Districts in the
Jr.,Jrrm 667

= J\ U Aer of: Charter Holders in the State: 363
| umber of Charter Schools in the State: 477

.T{)tal Number of Educational Entities in the State
(Districts, Schools, Charter Holders, Charters):
2,745
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N FY )(Ce iNere Was an ¢ rage number
oOf bf 078 students classified as ELLs

—v -

£rBas caliy, 13%b0 of Arizona’s K-12 students

"re classified as English Language
b’earners
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7 | Nur ber of ELL Students
syskiscal = ‘)’:

161,253
150,529 ! 154,071
134,621

1

2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008

150,078

140,293




DIStiicts'with High ELL Popma?oﬁé"

3 O)f rnm 150 078 ELL Students in School
Yee I 2007-2008...60% or 90,657 were
mlled in 20 Districts statewide.

\ x

- 20 out of 238 Districts statewide have
609%0 of our ELL student population.



Average @ Average Membership

Membership ELL Percentage

72079 9764 14%0

20176 9341 46%0

'; j tl'cson—-l?mf' ied District 58426 7705 13%
- | Alhambra Elementary District 15202 6773 45%

Washington Elementary School District 24261 5856 24%



gheNiop 50 Districts by Percenta
EoriSchool Year2007-2008

ON7017150,078 ELL Students:
NOp 10 Districts = 61,327 or41%
. 750 Districts = 90,657 or 60%o
= Jop 30 Districts = 107,372 or 72%
~ = Top 40 Districts = 119,173 or 79%
= Top 50 Districts = 126,809 or 85%

= And the rest of the LEAs = 23,269 or 15%




Arizona Charter School.uy_mlﬁ’s‘ﬂ"
:‘) ,455 students attending a Charter
1 c |n Arizona
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= :--'FY 2008 there was an average number
’"'_v “Of 6,383 students classified as ELLs in
these Charter Schools



“f ")IT ercent"?ELLs
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3-5 > 249/

= 8 * 16%

° 9-12 * 14%
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JBASsessment Bisto

[ 2003220049

,'- E used four (4) instruments to
1€aS re English language proficiency.

—= There wasn't a common thread for data
~ collection with four (4) different
assessments throughout the state.
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r'r € A\B adopted a single assessment

r-V mle 16 measure English language
iency...the Harcourt Stanford English

guage Proficiency (SELP) Test.

= This was the first year that SAIS collected
English Language Assessment data from the
Districts/Charters.



SEhool Year 2004-2005:
_)snr I Year 2005-2006:
anc ol Year 2006-2007:
Sch ool Year 2007-2008:
_; S chool Year 2008-2009:
— " School Year 2009-2010:
= = School Year 2010-2011:

== School Year 2011-2012:

Harcourt SELP

Harcourt SELP

AZELLA Form AZ-1
AZELLA Form AZ-1
AZELLA Form AZ-1
AZELLA Form AZ-2
AZELLA Form AZ-2
To Be Determined

ELIASSessment Histeryﬁlﬁi‘t“'



WHATWAS: .

A s,

—

Parentsiindicated a language other than English on
NYONE (1) of the three (3) language guestions on the
SehooltEnroliment Form OR the Home Language
Stiveys (From FY 2009 and prior)

:-.:l“; Is the grima language used In the
== home regardless of the language spoken by
—  thestudent?
~ 2. What is the language most often spoken by
the student?

3. What is the language that the student first
acquired?

bl
|
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Starting in FY 2010 and forward:

H,Jrrn: 1nd|cated a language other than English
= _§_on the one language question on the

= '/i , _E:rl'l;hary Home Language Other Than English
=  (PHLOTE) Home Language Survey”
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o e
et O
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————— A—

— —

-~ “What is the primary language of the student?”



ARIZONA ENGLISH LARGUAGE LEARNER ASSESSMENT  Rcafemic Performance Standards
Student Report

TEACHER:NO NAME GIVEN

SCHOOL.: DESERT EDGE HS- 070516203
DISTRICT:AGUA FRIA UHSD

GRADE: 12 AGE: 17 Yrs 08 Mos Overall, Johnny scered a total of 88 points out of a maximum number of 110
TEST DATE:05/09 SAIS |D NUNMBER: o points. This student's composite Performance Level is Intermediate. The
OTHER INFO:042109 ngrratlves below describe this student's performance in the different content areas.
AZELLA LEVEL/FORM:HIGH SCHOOU/A
Performance Level
Scated Score 300 a00 560 ) 600 700 LIk 804

PE= = Emergent, B = Basic, | = Intermediate, P = Proficient

This student's Listering Performance Level is Infermediate, This student is able to summarize main idzas and supperiing details in
an oral diseourse on personal, social, or academic topics, with tite repetiion or rephraging reguired. This studert can comprehend
many content area words, including many grade-level math and science vocabulary. This student integrates several defaited pieces
Listening 20 14 686 v of oral information fo complete a task on familiar processes or procedures.

This student's Speaking Performance Level is Proficient. This student is able to speak, using on grade Engiish grammatical

sfructures and linguistic forms; however occasional errors occur. This student uses accurale, precise, descriptive, and axdensive

wvocabulary. This student can express certainty and doubt; make predicions; exprass sympathy. empathy, and gratitude;

Speaking 34 34 B4 " | summarize events; report to and inform others about events; and drew inferences. This student is agle 10 question, solicit, and
restate information about newly-learned informafion,

This student's ComJ)rehension Performance Leavel is Inlermediate. This student can comprehend many content area words,
including many grade-level math and science vocabulary. This student understands the meaning of many multiple meaning words

. thet have a different mearing in mathematics. Sometimes, this student can read and compreheng some grade-level mathematics
Comprehensmn a4 31 691 / word problems. Sometimes, this student is able fo interpret graphic sources of information such as maps, charts, graphs, timelines,
{Listening & Reading) tables and diagrams,

THis student's Oral Language Performance Levelis Proficient, This studant is able to speak, using on grade English graramafical
structures and jinguistic forms; however occasional efrers oceur, This student uses accurate, precisé, descriptive, and extensive

vocabulary. This Student is able to pariicipate in secial conversations by asking and re?fonding to questions. expressing feelings
Oral 54 48 718 v | such as cértainty and deubt; make predictions; express sympathy, empathy and gratifude; summarize events; and, repott on
{Listening & Speaking) events. This student is able to respond to requests for facts and evaluate opinions, attitudes, and poini of view of speakers ina

broad range of persuasive and expressive personal, social, and academic topics,

This student's Reading Performance Level is Intermediate. This student can determina the meaning of figurative Iangua?ge,
. including similes, metaphars, persenification, and idioms some of the time,  This student knows the mearing of many multiple
. meaning words that have a different meaning in mathemaltics. This student is able to summarize main ideas in text and can use
Readin . 54 17 595 v informaticn from text and text features to defermine the sequence of activities needed to cary oyta &rocec_lure. Somefimes, this
9 student can read and comprehend some grade-level mathematics word problems, Sometimes, this student is able to interpret

graphic sources of information such as maps, charls, graphs, timefines, tabies and diagrams,

This student's Total Writing Performance Levelis Intermediate. This student is able to produce independent writing that uses
. oh-grade English conventions, and has some errors that occasicnally impede communication. This student is able to create essays

otal Writing in various genres that inciude identifiable main ideas that contain general supparting details. This student is able to write using
" I 32 24 639 v simple organization with soma relafionship ameng ideas present and lapses in sequsncing and Use of transitions. This student
Writing & Wiriting uses ordinaty, generic word cholces and repeitive sentence patiems. Occasionally, this student attempts to write more complex
onventions) . senfence siriiciures.
CoPY 02

Copyright © 2003 Sy Harcowt Assessment, ine. All rights reserved, PROCESS NO. 10934 162-1321024-0736-00061-2




OVéraII result of‘thls assessment shows

The overall result of this assessment shows the
student to be proficient. This student has

never participated in an ELL program in
Arizona.

The overall result of this assessment qualifies
the student to be eligible to participate in an
ELL program again. This student was
previously Reclassified FEP in Arizona.

The overall result of this assessment qualifies
the student to be eligible to participate in an
ELL program.

- o 7 T This student was previously Reclassified FEP
& Gontlnumg FEP Year 1 the prior fiscal year and is being monitored.

— This student was previously Reclassified FEP
9  Continuing FEP Year 2 and is being monitored in the second year.



anguage. Program artlcglp

(the -hEA deterﬁﬁes th|s field SAIS)

JAv h0|ces in SAIS when placing a qualifying

9551
| S nt into a language program:

4
|0
SGl

—_—

- &~ -
:\:'-" 5 —

—

.;\;éé uctured or Sheltered English Immersion (SEI)
1"B|' mgua /Dual Language with Waiver 1
132 Bi ingual/Dual Language with Waiver 2
B3 Bilingual/Dual Language with Waiver 3
I Individual Language Learner Plan (ILLP)

\;}'




LJIJ juage Program Exit
(T e LEA deterr ﬁ"nes this f|eld in SAIS)

IRRECIassified as FEP by Reassessment
2 - WJTT}G rawn from school

3.2 \ﬁ \drawn by parent request
| ;”‘ Transferred to a different program
~ /- Withdrawn due to SPED Criteria
-8 - Transferred to Different Track
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Hre EMENRGENT S uents advance qwcklv

1% f Je Emergent ELL students move to Basic; 37%
JIOVE re ntermedlate for a total of 82% their first year.

'.~

o

=

= ermedlate students advance slowly

..—*'.-
-‘ —e p—

= "'62% of Intermediate students remain Intermediate after

~~ one (1) year; 54% of Intermediate students remain
Intermediate after two (2) years.




' PrlnC|pIes

Kgg!ohae

-4 hours of ELD

eLanguage ability
based grouping

eInstruction &
materials in English

el-year to
proficiency

Structure

Classrooms

Policy

eEntry & exit
based on AZELLA

oClass size
standards

eGrouping by
proficiency then
grade

eTime allocations
based on
standards

Classroom
Practices

*SEI classes taught
in English

eMaterials aligned
to standards & DSI
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Model Principlesi ..
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; |_M} q s ge ability based grouping facilitates
1d Ianguage learning.

-———’

I—‘ - =
r‘ - -

....’-

f:’i "Tlme on task increases academic learning.

—

- —_—

s ‘Discrete language skills approach facilitates
English language learning.
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B0/15/5¢ rﬁ‘ ’Z definitions for key terms facilitates
= . Statewide implementation

_— >
—
’\a.g -
S
R
;‘r‘.\v

= ;_.; Jff;' Jﬁttuféd English Immersion (SEI) Classroom
E

= _;nghsh language Development (ELD)

":'—'—
B

_ = Proficiency Level

—
—



AZELLA OUT

e e SEI Classroom Mainstream Classroom



*'Pre Emergent/Emergent - 20

.

— '_ Basic/Intermediate - 25



Clfe Cirellsjiale PHG) les '
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IENtay SEnool Student Groupings
P C J,/ ;all Proficiency Level within Grade

)

0, C verall Proficiency Level Band within Grade
-G3 ‘verall Proficiency Level Band within Grade Band

-—

.'_)9 '-‘-,_ ——
A

ra]e/High School Groupings
= }; A. Proficiency Sub-level within Grade
5. Proficiency Sub-level within Grade Band
C. Overall Proficiency Level within Grade
1D, Overall Proficiency Level within Grade Band

. Overall Proficiency Level Band within Grade Band

—

—_—



R

Eanguage Ability Basedm

—

o

- —
- -~ -
e — .

Pre-

Emergent Intermediate

" ~—Tw=

~ Emergent

—— =

-~ shallbe

Basic and Intermediate
and Basic can

i
qil

Pre-Emergent AI one

i
(i)

== > combined Emergent be combined
s . with Pre- Slili

1

|
)

\

Emergent alone
Basic alone
Intermediate alone



Students TestinMen !

Conversation

45 min.

Grammar

60 min.

e ————

Reading
60 min.

Students Testing___a"' |

Conversation

Conversation

15 min.

Grammar
60 min.

Grammar
60 min.

Reading

Reading

60 min.

Vocabulary
60 min.

Vocabulary

60 min.

Vocabulary

60 min.

Pre-Writing
15 min.

Writing

30 min.

Writing

45 min.
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Time Allocati

Students Testing We

Conversational
English and
Academic
Vocabulary
60 min.

Students Testing at .

Academic Oral
English and
Vocabulary

English
Language
Arts (SEI)

60 min.

English
Reading
60 min.

-~

English
Reading
60 min.

English
Language
Arts (SEI)

60 min.

- o
\ 7|

L/

-

N

English
Writing
60 min.

English
Writing
60 min.

Academic
English
Reading
60 min.

English
Grammar
60 min.

English
Grammar
60 min.

Academic
English
Writing and
Grammar
60 min.
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= Hig‘hly Qualified
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3 Ep) Jlu anguage Proﬂuency Standards
g D51 S| sk 11 identified
. J\/J,lré 1n English

-C'E ent from a variety of academic
smplmes

;—'
—

= Discrete Skills Inventory — Outlines grammar skills
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=[S not mixed with non-ELLs during ELD

V\ g

J HrJvJ,J»25 (4) hours of ELD per the SEI Models

e 9 by proficiency

— -

T —é*

HQ Teacher

-—"

’

5 —ELP Standards
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. Fund]ng:s' ormal costs to educate all students

B rnrre ental costs” are defined by law and
)pc- mmed by ELL Task Force and funded by:

— .; -':/
— i
e “’,‘d -

.‘."""i—-‘
— —

——— 1 Group B — per pupil formula allocation

-—

——
.l
| —

—

2. SEI Fund — Makes up the difference needed to
implement the SEI Models
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[BEL ndmg (Co

’

Rficieme ental Costs” means costs that are

dSS0C] ated with a structured English Immersion

,)L,L ram pursuant to section 15-752 or a

’53 mgram pursuant to section 15-753 and that

= are in addition to the normal costs of conducting
-~ programs for English proficient students.

- Incremental costs do not include costs that

replace the same types of services provided to

English Proficient students or compensatory

Instruction.
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L2y r)rJ‘ |des for compensatory Instruction
for Lmr t ge development outside of the
reejuile school day.

"" = Available to current ELLs and for two years
“after exit from the program.
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r@J‘—‘r.Jl complience
baree= r)re g lest established' by Castaneda v. Pickard
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A
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“Th eorv SEI Models

_ﬁ. . -

V’Resources Funding & Training
\/ Produce Results = The last step

; —-g_..’






)= 'nitio%ff Langua‘gg -

wm, uage IS comprised of five discrete
ments that are inter-dependent and
| at must be taught overtly. The
= elements of phonology, morphology,
~  syntax, lexicon, and semantics are
~ foundational for proficiency in reading,
writing, listening and speaking.



WHATNIS ELD:



Lang_@ge DM nf‘"

SISt i ing .JJJu ed rmm ythertypesiofinstruction;, e.g., math,
S |ence, or social saence, in that the content of ELD
- emphasizes the English language itself.”

R . -

| aﬁ"fl'ie content of an ELD classroom will contain:

« Reading

T Writing
. Listening
Speaking
Grammar
Vocabulary

(SEI Models of the Arizona English Language Learner Task Force, June 15, 2007)



J IS '
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T"é math lesson
% a science lesson

'“‘.' ‘—

5 NOT optional in an SEI
classroom



LD Component_s_,_,a“ —

Speech, sounds

o g- st

= Semantlcs.

: ""Meanlng of words or sentences MOI‘phOIOgy.

- Parts of words,
prefixes, suffixes
and roots (base),

verb tenses

-

_.‘

i
\

.‘g“‘
il
0

Yy
:

> Vbcabwdbny-

Syntax:

Grammar, sentence structure,
language rules

Lexicon

Collection of words you know



Svntactic Hierarc

. (from'smallerto larger uni
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Tex

Sentence (clause) ~ A red apple

fell out of a tree.

—~ :; ’- Phrase a red apple
= eSS Word” apple

Phoneme & /ip/ /ple/
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r{ruJer_ Writing. Speaking/Listening

,,,f . 7

e’

=  Grammar
= (DSI)




Arizona Engllsh Langua B-’
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LIS '* nmg & Speakmg domain
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; éading domain
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= ""'ertlng domain
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Ven els‘og Perfﬁrmafé"

i

.

= glnnlng
“IEarly Intermediate
_jntermedlate

= '"Ea rly Advanced
= Advanced

| ‘ \\M \“

And within each performance level are performance indicators.



“"- 1ance Indlcat -

———

ch performance indi"c;i.or is a statement of the
OW (1AdeE arlc C [)C il D) DC

(; red by the students who are receiving ELD

zi’ ion.

b

"~

‘-*’s nnlng level introduces new skills and knowledge
= é , t proceed across the performance continuum.
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e
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— Ind|V|duaI concepts advance in complexity at each
-~ _new level of performance.
= Advanced-level skills, abilities, and knowledge
correlate to at-grade level Language Arts Academic
content objectives.
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. J—‘q& entlal Series of Engllsh language skills that
r)rJ\ de'a guide to teaching the grammatical

0! indations necessary for students to achieve the
= LP Standards for each respective grade span.
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=
~ = Assists teachers in the design, development, and

= implementation of ELD instruction.
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SI is a Tool fo
:Eachers

are held accountable for
-: y (')f the ELP standards.

nts WI|| not be held accountable for
: ery of the DSI.
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‘-f —The DSI is a tool to supportteachers in
their instruction of students in the ELP

standards.
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;ademic oral language development time
J cks and for the writing and grammar time
I _kS

[ EE— ~
Jyersacvional ana
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e The ELLP Standards for Reading are used during
— "7; ~ the reading time block.

—

e

‘ :

= E|P Standards for Writing are used in the writing
time block along with the DSI for grammar
support.
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AL Wr 5 use the 50/50 Rule
:j'_f - Teacher speaks 50%

= ’j’ Student speaks 50%

| ‘LWAYS push students to their productive discomfort

5 «- evel

== " ALWAYS have students respond in complete

l‘ \|

—
a—

— "_'. sentences

= ALWAYS remember the teacher does nothing
students can do themselves



Phinciples for Acceleratmg Enmlgﬁ;,
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Error Correction
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ENC I|sh Only in the Classroom
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= "" Complete Sentences
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= 50/50 Rule
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ctlon 3001 3304)
compllance)
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5. % §15 -751 — 756.12

~_~,q 064/Task Force/SEI Models - compliance)
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= R7-2-306 and R7-2-613.]
“—'jj:-_ ~~ (State Board Rule /Administrative law — compliance)

-
-

—
-
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*NCLB = No Child Left Behind
*A.R.S. = Arizona Revised Statutes
*HB = House Bill
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s from Category 1: Top 50 LEAs with the largest
f English Language Learners (ELLs) (1 time every 4 years)

L ‘»_'

/
*

% fr dm (Category 2): LEAs NOT included in the top 50 LEAs

_A

As from (Category 3): LEAs with 25 or fewer ELL students; are
qmred to provide instruction for ELLs in the majority of their grade

» ELL Counts extracted from SAIS*

*LEA = Local Education Agency (District or
Charter)

*SAIS = Student Accountability Information
System
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SSEINVI0 Jé leens
— ,.-.—gf,
>~ (Cort weActlon Follow-Up
__;From prlor year’s on-site visit

—v,}‘

~..: - “':Implementatlon of Corrective Action Plan

-

> Paper Audit
- Paper documentation review
- On-site visit not necessary

-
—
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EEOLNAphIC Jr ‘ ; lon of LEA

-'f""f'*“ t"?:fent population:

:::_ ‘:T etal student population
- ELL student count (% of ELL students)

‘_,’

—
-
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» Determine number of on-site visitation days
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~§EI Training Notebook

>Teacher interviews

~Review: Student records (Cumulative and ELL) ) . 00 beveiopment
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r the on-site visit — a report is issued to the LEA
'_:_79 Or Non-Corrective Action)

- ?- .
l."‘ .

he report is issued - a Corrective Action plan is
he LEA to correct deficiencies

- ar _ recelvmg the Corrective Action plan — OLEAS
== 4, approve or require changes to plan

"' -
..a-:, =

_‘,——
g —

= 3G:days foIIowmg the Corrective Action plan approval — the
~  LEA W|II begin implementation of the plan

——

-—
—

~ 1 year following the plan’s implementation — OELAS will
conduct a follow-up evaluation



RELIMINARY
- RESULTS:
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"It rrully as \Norked th|s year; I see so much progress with the
SLUIEEnts. rdld have some that stall at Intermediate, but this year, they.

HaVe pro gressed rapidly."

S
’- A‘_— s
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ok *“-' 151sso much better than what we were doing before. In the past, I
e — == am not sure that teachers even knew which of their students were ELL.
e ~\Ne grumbled at first, but this works so much better.”

-’
- st
e

-
—-

——— ‘?: * T was totally against this program at the start. We implemented
- anyway, the progress of the students was amazing. The grammar is the
key, so much so, that we think grammar should be taught to our non-

ELL students.”
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glENOUT IJJJ ~... jave been great Th|s makes them (the students) speak
Eri)lisn); J-—L.,LJ n this town (Nogales) they do not have to speak
English!™

T .
r
A.
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slearm; u\ OF ed because I want to pass AIMS. My first AZELLA was not
ij *1t IS better."

o — — i
— :.--" _‘ —— ~ =
i

-~ = "We are going to see a high reclassification rate for ELLs. This is
I n

- something that has not been seen at our high school.

-
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Pead the modslst piies/fumsbedeerdoy/EE RS i)
VEREISUE'S 3 classroom teachers receive training in ELD
IISUUICHIGN T

“VellUeR ad( ed some level of training for ILLP teachers
o Yo _)f}}r'e :=t!he epr|C|t teaching of grammar as part of the four (4)
" our Tﬁodel
= .r_l\_/]ake-the model work for your school
= Take advantage of Targeted Technical Assistance
= Be a leader: Make the program work

-Take charge, "It is the right thing to do for the kids.”
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